Data
The figure provided illustrates the locations of sampled islands on Guntersville Reservoir (Fig. 1) . The reservoir is divided into four major zones, with zones 1 and 2 our main focus due to the consistent presence of Double-crested cormorant (Phalacrocorax auritus) colonies. These two zones are subdivided into the individual islands sampled and were categorized into three treatment groups: colony, reference and historic. The datasets are tables that contain a comprehensive list of all species of tree, plant and birds recorded, as well as all soils nutrient values extracted from soil samples within islands on Guntersville Reservoir. Soil data (Table 1) is presented as each individual plot point on every island sampled, with column headings for island type and each soil nutrient content extracted. For plants ( Table 2 ) and trees ( Table 3 ) the common and scientific name are given with columns divided into colony, reference and historic with these columns further subdivided into individual islands sampled. The number under each is the total count of each species found on those individual islands. For birds (Table 4) , the species name and scientific name are given, with the total count recorded under the columns of colony, historic and reference. Further, a Continental Concern Score was given for each recorded species [12] . All data included are raw values.
Specifications Table   Subject Environmental Science (General) Specific subject area Effects of nesting Double-crested Cormorants on soils, and plant and avian communities on insular habitats Type of data Value of the Data Our findings highlight that breeding Double-crested cormorants have long-term impacts to soil, vegetation structure, tree density and health and bird diversity on insular, temperate forest ecosystems in the southeastern U.S [1] .
No previous data exist on impacts of cormorants to bird communities and limited data of effects on soil, water quality, and trees in the southeastern U.S. This data is useful to scientists conducting future research on the effects of cormorants as well as land managers and regulatory agencies who want to manage and control damage from cormorants and their numbers on breeding grounds More research is needed to fully understand the indirect effects of cormorant occupancy on bird communities, such as a decrease in avian diversity, which this data can be a basis for This data provides a baseline reference for future research or further avenues for bird counts and for studies on other species such as small mammals or amphibian communities 
Experimental design, materials, and methods
Twelve islands were sampled in Guntersville Reservoir, with these islands divided into three treatment groups: colony (islands colonized by breeding cormorants), reference (islands with no cormorant occupancy) and historic (islands that were colonized by cormorants but subsequently abandoned). Five islands were categorized as colony, four as reference and three as historic islands. Colony islands included New Connors 1, New Connors 2, New Connors 3, South Sauty and North Sauty. Reference islands were selected based on proximity and a similar area to colony islands. Reference islands included SE Connors, North South Sauty, West North Sauty and East North Sauty. Historic islands included Old Connors, Connors and Old South Sauty.
A stratified random sampling approach was used to obtain locations on islands to collect all data. This sampling design was based on island size where the density of samples per unit of effort was constant across islands of differing size. We sampled each island multiple times (multiple plot points on islands) and therefore made whole island, not plot level, inferences. Almost all sample locations were determined from plots referenced in Lafferty et al. [2] . Due to erosion or inaccessibility, some plots needed to be replaced which was accomplished by overlaying a 10 meter Â 10 meter (m) grid over the islands and selecting plots by proportionally sampling 20% of the 10m 2 grid on each island [2] . This grid was created using orthoquad imagery of Guntersville Reservoir and ArcMap v.10.1 (ESRI, 2012). Plot center was determined by recording the latitude and longitude at the center of the plot.
Soil
Soil sampling was done by placing a 1m 2 quadrat made of PVC pipe at plot center. The surface detritus and litter layers were brushed away and the soil sample was taken from the center of the 1m 2 plot to a depth of 22 centimeters (cm) using a soil auger (9 cm diameter) and hand trowel. Once collected, soil was homogenized and kept cool and dry until all soil collections were completed. For lab processing, nutrient concentrations (kg/ha) and base saturation were extracted from each sample which were used to determine percent concentrations for the following soil characteristics: percent organic material (%OM), pH, phosphorus (P), potassium (K), calcium (Ca), magnesium (Mg), zinc (Zn), sulfur (S), sodium (Na), hydrogen (H), nitrate (NO 3 À ) and ammonium (NH 4 À ). These nutrients were selected because of their importance in plant physiology and circulation and to their correlation with excess cormorant fecal deposits [1, 3, 4] . 
Community diversity
Habitat characteristics were measured at the same plot points for soil sampling. The same 1m 2 quadrat was placed at plot center to measure percent plant cover, plant density, and plant diversity following procedures developed by Ayers et al. [5] . A digital image was taken of the plot before any further disturbance so that percent cover could be calculated. This was completed by uploading each image onto a computer and overlaying a grid comprised of 100 equal squares over the image [5] . Each box was recorded as covered (!50% of the box covered by live vegetation) or not covered ( 50% covered by live vegetation). Once all 100 boxes were recorded for an image, the number of covered boxes indicated live plant cover for that plot. Plant diversity was recorded by identifying all species in a plot and plant density was recorded by counting each individual of that species in each plot. Any plants Table 3 Summary of all tree species documented on plots located on islands with active cormorant colonies (colony), islands with no history of nesting (reference) and abandoned colony islands (historic) on Guntersville Reservoir, Alabama, JuneeAugust 2016. Values for each tree species are total count by species found on each individual island, where island abbreviation and treatment group is above each column. that could not be identified were given a unique number and pressed for future identification with the density of these unknown species still counted and recorded. Canopy cover was measured using a spherical densiometer [6] in each cardinal direction at 5 m from plot center. Percent canopy recorded in each direction was used to calculate average canopy cover for each plot. A Nudd's board [7] was used to measure vegetation density of midstory heights in two random, cardinal directions at 15 m from plot center. The proportion of each 0.5 m (0e2 m) interval covered by vegetation was recorded as a categorical value between 1 and 5 where: (1) 0e20%, (2) 21e40%, (3) 41e60%, (4) 61e80% and (5) 81e100% of vegetation cover [7] . Coverage values were averaged to obtain a single midstory value for each plot. At all plot points, all tree species in a 10 m radius from plot center were identified, with individual trees that had a diameter at breast height (DBH) of over 8 cm given a unique number, and DBH and vigor class recorded. The vigor class scale was a metric for how healthy a tree was on a scale of 1e5 where: (1) No decay, 100% healthy; (2) Mostly healthy, < 25% decay; (3) Not healthy and/or dying, > 50% decay; (4) Newly dead, 100% decay; and (5) Old snag [2] . Trees less than 8 cm were identified to species and a count of each species recorded. Each plant and tree species was designated as native or nonnative using data from the USDA Plant Database [8] .
Point count surveys of bird species were conducted on all islands. A point count records all birds heard or seen at a fixed spot for a fixed amount of time [9, 10] . A bulls' eye sheet was used during the survey to document the species of bird, the distance from the observer, relative direction, and time detected [9, 10] . Points were not randomly selected due to the small size of the islands and the recommendation that points be at least 200 m away from each other [10] . Because all islands, except Connors Island, were less than 200 m in size, one point was selected as close to the center of each island as possible for an even, whole island recording. For Connors Island, two points were selected that were over 200 m apart from each other and centered at opposite ends of the island. Once plots were determined, point counts were started and repeated six times at each location, with one week between survey times.
Islands were split by cormorant, colony complex groups (Connors, South Sauty and North Sauty; Fig. 1 ) and split between two recording teams. Connors Island complex had six islands total, therefore colony complex groups where split into two, Connors Islands and North and South Sauty Islands (Fig. 1) . The Connors Island complex was further subdivided by reference and historic (e.g., SE Connors, Connors and Old Connors Islands) and current colony islands (e.g., New Connors 1, 2 & 3), with recording teams alternating between the two every trip. South and North Sauty complexes had three islands each, therefore one group collected data at South Sauty complex and the other team at the North Sauty complex, alternating every visit (Fig. 1 ). Before point counts began, we selected colony island complexes at random ('Connors' or 'Sautys') and then islands within complexes at random so no island was recorded at the same time of day for a visit. For the first survey, a complex was selected by flipping a coin. Successively, teams alternated the starting complex for each visit. Two days were designated for data collection, 'Connors' complex one day and 'Sautys' for another, unless weather delayed field work.
Point count surveys began at dawn, which was established by using a weather application. Once at the point, the observer waited 5 minutes before starting to minimize effects of disturbance from arrival. After the waiting period, a 10 minute point count survey began, documenting all birds heard and seen during the 10 minutes. All flyover birds were recorded on the data sheet as well as weather characteristics (wind, cloud cover, rain). A conservation concern score was given to all species found on the plot points. This score was obtained from Partners in Flight Avian Conservation Assessment Database (PIF; Panjabi et al. [11] ).
